6/28/71 


Dear Bud, 


Enclosed are carbons of ny letters to balms, Mitchell and boulai^*er and the 
Boulangers and lOedudienst letters to which they respond. I*d appreciate the return 
of t e copies of tose to iaa. Vty order of 3 ^ paper ha:. not yet readied ae. (if Carram 
could phony t Im again and remind them It would snveae the toll call. Iplacod the order 
3/15 and they promised delivery in throe days.) 

I spoke to Paul Valentine this p.m» He agrees with my uncertain recollection, 
that in draftinf: the order for Ucsoil’a signature tferdid seems to have stretched it 
a bit. I note than Werdig delayed from the 15th until the 24th in doing this simple 
thing, if that hao any significance* I could not hear part and os I rote you, I was 
undoubtedly a bit nervous, etc. It is cy recollection that the judge was specific in 
saying that 5 b.S.C. 552 does apply, that it is the only means by which he had 
Jurisdiction, that he decided an the basis of the contract, and that the government 
was, in his view, complying with the contract by taking pictures for mo and showing them 
to mo but that this did not require giving mo copies. If X am correct Werdig has 
knowingly stretched the decision, something I think Sesell eight not like. I assume 
he just signed wliat tferdig drafted, rpecting it to be a foimality, lie wao, of 
course, a busy mey, and Vferdig may have drafted this earlier but not boon to 
get to him until the 24th, However, before writing the law dork I want to bo sure 
that mp r^eoliectloEi is accurate. 


Meanwhile, in 10 days I*v© had no response from Jsjmes Davoy, clerk of tiiat court, 
to whom I wrote at the suggestion of the clerk of the appeals court, to ask fo« the 
forms, etc. I fear this nay be wasting the time in which I nay appeal. Before wilting 
either again, I'd like to know your opinions. Or, should I write Go noil, in the hope 
that this ^ouid not waste any of the days permitted for appe&l? 

If thy transcrd.pt is teped up, perhaps Jin can check it on what GceeU actually 
ruLees. If Werdig has stretched idle decision, on top of all the other dirty stuff ho 
puiled, it would not look good and Gosell might recall some of it. % charges were 
speciiic enough# i thinkji well onou^i dooumeated# 


low have copies of my earlier letters in each case, Kleiaoinoat is even more 
incredible than his previous record. What I asked for In one case is copies of the ■ 
pictures normal scientific practises required be taken befora craving samples for 
atolysis and for copies of the sworn statements Cl ark said were provided by the nanel, 
and ho also said tiioy had a neurologist oxanine* 3inoQ these das not exLst in tlie 
r-rord^we have, I naked for them. H© does not say they do not exist, which ic quite 
possible, but instead tends the panel report withoutnosplanatLon (aid that is a 
ou^exent edition, more, Icttezveiaed pages). Having already ^.ven me four pictures 
of the mm kind, he now says he "cannot" under the irnrectigatoiy-faie examntionl 
He have the busy dead to limits now on Powell, because he did provide the one picture 
through ids carananding officer and did file a report the Secret Service said would be 
availalc to rt if it desired it. 53ie regulations ^oufcangor sent are not those I &Biao& 
fo *» to 5 u.s.c. 552, but they di require expeditious answer. 1'xm. this, 

and ra.th tne history of delay of more than six months, I would assume that. we can fi4o 
anyidiK; after 10 days. If you agree, in a week 1*11 .draft a simple cor, plaint for you 
ana Jim to go over, if you say so, I will with the others, too. Tho CIA one is lovely* 
have carbons oi some of what I seek, proof it was for them, and htye not only do not 
respona for j J.S.C. 552 regulationo (do they have any?) but do not oven sond a cow 
of a speech &ade xu public! "Trust us", he said! ^ 


Si nc erely^ 
Harold Weisberg 


